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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript is the systematic review on the importance of nebulized furosemide for dyspnoea in patients with different respiratory diseases such as COPD, ILD and in cancer patients. Nebulized furosemide effects on bronchodilation improves breathlessness, exercise tolerance and overall quality. Nebulized furosemide can also prove successful in cancer patient with refractory dyspnea.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes or it can be changed to “Nebulized Furosemide for the Management of Dyspnea: Efficacy and Safety in Clinical Practice – A systematic review


	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	1) Background section should mentioned that how this systematic review is better than previous systematic review. 
2) Method section: unit of systematic review should be original and should not be systematic or review article. If they want to use two review article then they can use individual studies from review article. Method section should give idea of databases searched as well
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	They should only original studies as a part of systematic review.  individual studies from review articles can be used but review article should not serve as the unit of this study. They should also mentioned that how there systematic review is better than previous and how its adding to literature as compare to systematic review published in past.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	Background section is long and unclear. Mechanism of action of furosemide should be include in discussion section instead of background section. Instead of making systematic review as a part of study. Authors should us previous systematic review as background and tell us what was the gap in the systematic review and how this systematic review is adding to the literature.
Although they have given search strategy but they should also include terms used for databases other than Pubmed in method section instead if just mentioning MESH terns for pubmed.

Only RCT or original research should become part of systematic review instead of review articles

Curious – why meta – analysis was not done? Is there any effect of furosemide on electrolytes?
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

no
	


Reviewer details:

Aqsa Iqbal, Southern Illinois University, United States
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


